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Sir: 

Please review and enter the following remarks summarizing the interview conducted on 
June 1, 2005: 

REMARKS 

An Examiner's Interview Summary Record (PTO-413) was provided to the undersigned 
at the end of the interview conducted on June 1, 2005. 
During the interview, the following was discussed: 

1. Brief description of exhibits or demonstration: None 

2. Identification of claims discussed: Claims 1-3 

3. Identification of art discussed: Toya 

4. Identification of principal proposed amendments: None 

5. Brief Identification of principal arguments: 

Regarding the rejection of the claims under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 1 st and 2 nd paragraph, it 
was pointed out to the Examiner that the description on pages 71-72 of the heat development 
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process in conjunction with the disclosure of what was known in the art and suitable 
apparatuses for carrying out the claimed invention as well as Figures 8 and 9 of the 
specification provided relevant information regarding the claimed invention. It was also 
suggested that Applicants could provide evidence in the form of a Declaration under 
37 C.F.R. § 1.132 that the parameters of the process such as the "start up" temperature and 
target temperature were known in the art at the time the application was filed. 

6. Indication of other pertinent matters discussed: None 

7. Results of Interview: 

The Examiner indicated that the claim language was so unclear that the Examiner could 
not determine the scope of the claims. The Examiner further indicated that it would be hard to 
make a determination regarding any evidence submitted in a Declaration under 37 C.F.R. § 
1.132 because based on the present claim language the scope of protection sought by 
Applicants cannot be determined. In this regard, the Examiner took the position that the claims 
lacked essential elements in the claims such as the start up temperature, target temperature 
and start up amount of light and coupled with a lack of a clear definition of such terms and 
parameters in the specification, it is difficult to determine what the claimed process is. 
Therefore, the Examiner maintained his position with respect to the rejections of record. 

It is respectfully submitted that the instant STATEMENT OF SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW 
complies with the requirements of 37 C.F.R. §§1.2 and 1.133 and MPEP §713.04. 

It is believed that no petition or fee is required. However, if the USPTO deems 
otherwise, Applicant hereby petitions for any extension of time which may be required to 
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maintain the pendency of this case, and any required fee, except for the Issue Fee, for such 
extension is to be charged to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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